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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-24 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wallman (US PAT 6,601,044). 

Re Claim 1, 9 and 17: Wallman discloses: A method, storage medium and a system for 
supporting a trading of an odd lot that is less than a round lot stock number determined 
in every stock company, said method comprising the steps of: receiving from a 
customer, an odd lot selling order or an odd lot buying order for a particular stock 
company (see col 52, lines 22-25); 

Wallman does not disclose: judging whether or not a number of total stocks of said odd 
lot selling orders or a number of total stocks of said odd lot buying orders received at 
said receiving step is over a threshold value that is less than said round lot stock 
number and is determined by a predetermined rule; and if it is judged at said judging 
step that the number of total stocks of said odd lot selling orders or the number of total 
stocks of said odd lot buying orders is over said threshold, outputting a selling order of 
said round lot stock number defined for said particular stock company for said odd lot 
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selling orders or a buying order of said round lot stock number defined for said particular 
stock company for said odd lot buying orders. 

It is well known in the art that all trades are divided into two basic types according to 
size, round lots and odd lots. The round lot is the basic unit of trading, is multiples of 
100 shares. Odd lots are for less than this amount. Before buying stocks investor has 
options depending on individual preferences. 

The individual investor may have plurality of options available to him/her in which to 
make a choice of making a particular trade. Thus, one of ordinary skill in the art making 
such a judgment would have been obvious to do when viewing the system of Wallman, 
thus providing a better control of a particular buy/sell order. 
Re Claim 2, 3,4,10,11,12,18,19 and 20:Wallman does not explicitly teach " The 
method, storage medium and a system, wherein said predetermined rule is a rule in 
which a trading fee of said odd lot buying orders or said odd lot selling orders is equal to 
or higher than a risk amount for a stock number which is a difference between said 
round lot stock number and said threshold. The method, storage medium and a system 
wherein said risk amount is determined by a limited price range or a price itself. The 
method, storage medium and a system, wherein said predetermined rule is a rule based 
on a trading volume of stocks of said particular stock company during a predetermined 
period." 

As per this limitation, in the purchasing/selling of financial securities, an invested 
amount relates to a risk amount. Also, most trading transactions involve a type or an 
associated fee. The trading fee for a buy/sell order being equal to or higher than a risk 
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amount which is a difference between the round lot stock number and the threshold as 
claimed would have been obvious left to the owners of the system of Wallman as such 
there could be a great number of possible ways to set a predetermined rule for setting a 
particular fee and such would not affect the functioning of the system of Wallman. 
Investors usually purchase volume of stocks that are being held for a particular period of 
time. It is well known that the more time it is held for the more the risk. Thus, one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been motivated to such a 
rule for determining an appropriate fee for a related buy/sell order in the system of 
Wallman in order to maintain the system of Wallman and also in order to charge 
customers/investors a fee for using the system. 

Re Claim 5, 13 and 21: Wallman does not explicitly teach " The method, storage 
medium and system, further comprising the steps of: judging whether or not said 
number of said total stocks of said odd lot buying orders or said number of said total 
stocks of said odd lot selling orders that are received at said receiving step is over said 
round lot stock number of said particular stock company; if it is judged at said second 
judging step that said number of said total stocks of said odd lot buying orders or said 
number of said total stocks of said odd lot selling orders is over said round lot stock 
number, providing a minimum number of ordered stocks of said odd lot buying orders or 
said odd lot selling orders to each customer who makes said odd lot buying order or 
said odd lot selling order; and providing a number of remainder stocks that is calculated 
by subtracting a number of all stocks provided at said first providing step from said 
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round lot stock number, to a customer who has a remainder of the order, according to a 
second predetermined rule." 

The individual investor may have plurality of options available to him/her in which to 
make a choice of making a particular trade. Thus, one of ordinary skill in the art making 
such a judgment would have been obvious to do when viewing the system of Wallman, 
thus providing a better control of a particular buy/sell order. 

As per this limitation, in the purchasing/selling of financial securities, there could be a 
great number of possible ways to set a predetermined rule for providing a minimum 
number of ordered stocks to each customer and such would not affect the functioning of 
the system of Wallman. Brokers usually provide the remainder of the stocks to a 
customer who has the remainder of the order. Thus, one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention would have been motivated to such a rule for determining a 
minimum number of ordered stocks in the system of Wallman in order to maintain the 
system of Wallman and also to provide the ordered stocks to customers/investors. 

Re Claim 6, 14 and 22: Wallman does not explicitly teach " The method, storage 
medium and system, further comprising the steps of: judging whether or not said 
number of said total stocks of said odd lot buying orders or said number of said total 
stocks of said odd lot selling orders that are received at said receiving step is over said 
round lot stock number of said particular stock company; if it is judged at said second 
judging step that said number of said total stocks of said odd lot buying orders or said 
number of said total stocks of said odd lot selling orders is over said round lot stock 
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number, judging whether or not it is possible to provide a minimum number of ordered 
stocks of said odd lot buying orders or said odd lot selling orders to each customer who 
makes said odd lot buying order or said odd lot selling order; if it is judged at said third 
judging step that it is impossible to provide, providing one stock to said each customer; 
and providing a number of remainder stocks that is calculated by subtracting a number 
of all stocks provided at said first providing step from said round lot stock number, to a 
customer who has a remainder of the order, according to a second predetermined rule." 
As per this limitation, the Examiner asserts that the individual investor may have 
plurality of options available to him/her in which to make a choice of making a particular 
trade. Thus, one of ordinary skill in the art making such a judgment would have been 
obvious to do when viewing the system of Wallman, thus providing a better control of a 
particular buy/sell order. 

Furthermore, in the purchasing/selling of financial securities, there could be a great 
number of possible ways to set a predetermined rule for providing a minimum number of 
ordered stocks to each customer. A result of such would not affect the functioning of the 
system of Wallman. A broker desiring to buy/sell round lot would have been motivated 
to add the remainder of an order (not being a round lot or an odd lot) to be added with a 
number of an order or odd lot to make a round lot. Thus, one of ordinary skill in the art • 
at the time of the invention would have been motivated to such a rule for determining a 
minimum number of ordered stocks in the system of Wallman in order to maintain the 
system of Wallman and also to transact or buy/sell the desired ordered stocks. 
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Re Claim 7, 15 and 23: Wallman does not explicitly teach " A method, storage medium 
and system for supporting a trading of an odd lot that is less than a round lot stock 
number determined in every stock company, said method comprising the steps of: 
judging whether or not a number of total stocks of odd lot buying orders or a number of 
total stocks of odd lot selling orders that are received from customers is over said round 
lot stock number of said particular stock company; if it is judged at said judging step that 
said number of said total stocks of said odd lot buying orders or said number of said 
total stocks of said odd lot selling orders is over said round lot stock number, judging 
whether or not it is possible to provide a minimum number of ordered stocks of said odd 
lot buying orders or said odd lot selling orders to each customer who makes said odd lot 
buying order or said odd lot selling order; if it is judged at said second judging step that 
it is possible to provide, providing said minimum number of said ordered stocks of said 
odd lot buying orders or said odd lot selling orders to said each customer who makes 
said odd lot buying order or said odd lot selling order; and providing a number of 
remainder stocks that is calculated by subtracting a number of all stocks provided at 
said first providing step from said round lot stock number, to a customer who has a 
remainder of the order, according to a second predetermined rule." 
Furthermore, in the purchasing/selling of financial securities, there could be a great 
number of possible ways to set a predetermined rule for providing a minimum number of 
ordered stocks to each customer. A result of such would not affect the functioning of the 
system of Wallman. A broker desiring to buy/sell round lot would have been motivated 
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to add the remainder of an order (not being a round lot or an odd lot) to be added with a 
number of an order or odd lot to make a round lot. Thus, one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention would have been motivated to such a rule for determining a 
minimum number of ordered stocks in the system of Wallman in order to maintain the 
system of Wallman and also to transact or buy/sell the desired ordered stocks. 

Re Claim 8, 16 and 24: Wallman does not explicitly teach " The method, storage 
medium and system, further comprising the steps of: if it is judged at said second 
judging step that it is impossible to provide, providing one stock to said each customer; 
and providing a number of remainder stocks that is calculated by subtracting a number 
of all stocks provided at said first providing step from said round lot stock number, to a 
customer who has a remainder of the order, according to a second predetermined rule." 
Furthermore, in the purchasing/selling of financial securities, there could be a great 
number of possible ways to set a predetermined rule for providing a one stock to each 
customer. A result of such would not affect the functioning of the system of Wallman. A 
broker desiring to buy/sell round lot would have been motivated to add the remainder of 
an order (not being a round lot or an odd lot) to be added with a number of an order or 
odd lot to make a round lot. Thus, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention would have been motivated to such a rule for determining a number of 
remainder stocks in the system of Wallman in order to maintain the system of Wallman 
and also to transact or buy/sell the desired ordered stocks. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ankeeta Shah whose telephone number is (703)305- 
0853. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30AM - 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hyung Sough can be reached on (703)308-0505. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 3600 




